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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the subject matter of claim 8 (where 
the edge of the securing slot is chamfered or rounded) must be shown or the feature(s) canceled 
from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandormient of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the inmiediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure 
must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 
be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. Claims 5 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

3. Claim 5 is indefinite. Claim 4 states that the sliding latch is formed on the display unit. 
Claims 5 also states that the sliding latch is formed on the front panel. These claim would 
require a latch to be formed on the front of the display unit and on the front panel but there is one 
placement of the slot to receive the latch. Hence this claim is indefinite. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubUc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-4, 6, 12-14 and 16 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Stottmann (U.S. 5,453,586, hereafter "586). 

5. Claims 1, 13 and 16: '586 teaches a dishwasher (fig. 1) with a control panel (fig. 2, part 
31) a front panel (fig. 2, part 34) and a front display unit (fig. 2, part 14 and 18) with slidingly 
latch coupling the display mit to the confrol panel (col. 2, lines 29-col. 3, lines 23). 

6. Claims 2, 3 and 14: '586 teaches that the sliding latch and mounting slot are formed in 
pairs opposite each other (fig. 2 and 4, col. 2, lines 29-col. 3, lines 23). 

7. Claim 6: '586 teaches that the sliding latch includes and extending portion and a bent 
portion (fig. 4, part 32). 
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8. Claim 12: '586 teaches that the front panel includes a display window (fig. 2, parts 37 
and 36). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

10. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claims 7-8 and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stottmann (U.S. 5,453,586) as applied to claim 1 and 16 above further in view of Wuestefeld 
(U.S. pgpub 2004/0201337, hereafter 337). 

'586 teaches all the limitations of claims 1 and 16. 

11. Claims 7 and 8: '586 teaches that the slot is one size. '337 is a solving the same problem 
as the applicant of find a quick simple way of connecting elements. '337 is also a dishwasher. 
'337 teaches a sliding latch (fig. 3, part 28, is the latch) with a slot for that latch having a varying 
width (fig. 4, part 36, with a large width at the top for insertion of the fastener, part 37, [0020] 
with a narrower width at the lower section of the slot, fig. 4 for securing the latch), where the 
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edge of the slot is rounded (fig. 4). All of the claimed elements were known in the prior art and 
one skilled in the art could have combined the elements as claimed by known methods with no 
change in their respective functions, and the combination would have yielded predictable results 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, meaning that the insertion slot as 
taught by '337 can be the slot of apparatus '586 to yield the predictable result of having a 
enlarged spaced for insertion of the latch and a narrower space for securing the latch. 

12. Claims 17 and 18: See claims 6, 7 and 8 above. Where the latch is inserted to the slot and 
the sliding the latch into a locking position where this sliding movement is taught by '586 (col. 2, 
lines 29-col. 3, lines 23) and by '337 ([0016]-[0020]). 

Claims 9-11, 15 and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stottmann (U.S. 5,453,586) as applied to claim 1, 13 and 16 above further in view of 
Dingier (U.S. 6,045,205, hereafter 205). 

'586 teaches all the limitations of claims 1, 13 and 16. 

13. Claims 9-1 1 and 15: '586 does not teach a positioning tab and aperture for the tab. '205 
is a dishwasher. '205 teaches using a positioning tab and an aperture for the tab to have allowed 
elements to positioned correctly during assembly (col. 2, lines 9-15). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have used a 
positioning tab and aperture as taught by '205 in apparatus '586 to have positioned the front 
display window on the control panel after the later movement is completed to make sure the two 
components are in the correct position. 

14. Claims 19-20: See claims 9-11 and 5 above. 
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Conclusion 

15. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Michael et al, U.S. 5,366,185 is a control panel apparatus and method of mounting 

using a sliding latch. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SAMUEL A. WALDBAUM whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1860. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TR 6:20-3:50, F 6:30-10:30 est. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Cleveland can be reached on 571-272-1418. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published appUcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/S. A. W./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 1792 

/FRANKIE L. STINSON/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1792 



